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DETAILED ACTION 

1 . This communication is in response to the Application filed on 09/04/2003. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

2. The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set 
forth in section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and 
the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 

3. The factual inquiries set forth in Graham v. John Deere Co., 383 U.S. 1, 148 
USPQ 459 (1966), that are applied for establishing a background for determining 
obviousness under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) are summarized as follows: 

1 . Determining the scope and contents of the prior art. 

2. Ascertaining the differences between the prior art and the claims at issue. 

3. Resolving the level of ordinary skill in the pertinent art. 

4. Considering objective evidence present in the application indicating 
obviousness or nonobviousness. 

4. Claim 1 and 7 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
Gross et al. (US 5,147,205, 09/15/1992) in view of Wasowicz (US 6,755,657, 
06/29/2004). 

As to claim 1 , Gross et al. discloses a method for improving language processing 
skills of a user, comprising: responding to a display of visual flash stimuli during an 
activity: providing the activity by: displaying a series of visual flash stimuli (see 
Abstract), to the user first series of visual flash stimuli comprising pairs of words (see 
col. 7, line 56-57); a second series of flash stimuli comprising pairs of phrases (see col. 
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7, line 56-57); (e.g. It should be noted that a series of one or more words are phrases, 
which in the reference is defined as multiple words); and once the activity is completed 
proceeding to other mental exercises (see Figure 33) (e.g. The activity changes from 
spelling to vocabulary). However, Gross et ai does not specifically disclose the activity 
being a warm-up activity, the verbalization of the words, and the use of rhyming words. 
Wasowicz does disclose the use of verbalizing words (see Fig. 19 A, element 556 and 
element 558, and col. 27, line 5-6) (e.g. The speech recognition engine is a means for 
a verbal input) and using rhyming words (see col. 18, line 34-35) for display to a user. It 
would have been obvious to one of ordinary skilled in the art to have combined the 
visual flash stimulus presenter as presented by Gross et a/, by the use of rhyming words 
and verbalization presented by Wasowicz. The motivation to have combined the two 
references is to allow individuals to improve spelling and reading skills (see Wasowicz, 
col. 3, lines 28-35). 

As to claim 7, Gross et ai discloses wherein the other mental exercises include 
word flash exercises (see col. 6, line 57-58). Gross et al. does not specifically disclose 
the use of letter flash exercises. However, the use of words could include letters. It 
would have been obvious to one of ordinary skilled in the art to have also included letter 
flash exercises is to allow the user to pay attention and test their recall capabilities (see 
col. 2, lines 35-45). 

5. Claims 2-3 and 5-6 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable 
over Gross et ai and Wasowicz as applied to claim 1 above, and further in view of 
Budra et ai (US 6,986,663, 01/17/2006). 
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As to claims 2 and 5, it is noted that both Gross et al. and Wasowicz do not 
specifically disclose the display of a first word on one side and a second word on the 
other side of the display screen. However, Budra et al. does disclose the displaying of a 
word on one side (see Figure 17, element 1714) and displaying the second on another 
side of the screen (see Figure 17, element 1715), which rhymes with the first word (see 
col. 12, line 56-58). (e.g. It should be noted that the phrase input mentioned by Gross et 
al. would be displayed in a manner described by Budra et al. It would have been 
obvious to one of ordinary skilled in the art to have combined the method by Gross et al. 
and Wasowicz by the method presented by Budra e al. The motivation to have 
combined these references involves the individual's knowledge of rhymes (see 
Abstract). 

As to claims 3 and 6, Wasowicz discloses wherein the user verbalizes words 
(see col. 26, lines 60-61 and col. 27, line 5-6). (e.g. It is apparent if rhyming words are 
used then the individual could verbalize or spell out each of the words to disassociate 
between the words. 

6. Claim 4 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Gross et 
al. and Wasowicz and Budra et al. as applied to claim 2 above, and further in view of 
Scripps Howard National Spelling Bee (May 2001). 

It is noted that Gross et al. and Wasowicz and Budra et al. do not specifically 
disclose wherein the user verbalizes the first word, spells the first word, verbalizes the 
second word and then verbalizes the second word, spells the second word and 
verbalizes the second word again. Scripps Howard National Spelling Bee discloses the 
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verbalizing of a word, spelling of a word, and the verbalizing of the word again (see 
bullet 5). It is apparent that the incorporation of another word, such as a rhyme word 
can also be recited according to the process described by Scripps Howard National 
Spelling Bee. It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skilled in the art to have 
combined the methods for improving language processing presented by Gross et al. 
and Wasowicz and Budra et al. to the recitation of the word presented by Scripps 
Howard National Spelling Bee. The motivation to have combined the two references 
involves pronunciation and spelling test to the user (see bullet 5) (e.g. It is inherent that 
the verbalizing of a word and spelling of a word will help aide in pronunciation and 
spelling). 

7. Claims 8-12 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
Gross et al. (US 5,147,205, 09/15/1992) in view of Pott et al. (US 3,744,154, 
07/10/1973). 

As to claims 8 and 10, Gross et al. discloses the method of processing symbol 
processing skills comprising: providing a eye movement activity words (see col. 7, line 
56-57 and see Figure 24) (e.g. It is seen from the Applicant's definition of eye 
movement activity that this is the display of words or phrases) wherein a user responds 
to a display of visual flash stimuli (see Abstract) by a computer (see col. 7, line 55). 
Further, Gross et al. discloses the use of a threshold for the flash activity based on user 
input (see Figure 40) (e.g. The figure shows the use of a threshold, where in this case 
all of the words have to be spelled correctly. Hence, the threshold is set to 100%. The 
applicant indicates the threshold be at least 90%, where 100% is included in the range 
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specified). Gross et al. discloses the supplying of a definition or the word along with the 
word (see Figure 25); and displaying each word along with a sentence (see Figure 35). 
However, Gross et al. does not specifically disclose the displaying of stimuli consisting 
of prefix, suffix and/or word roots. Pott et al. does disclose the method of processing 
symbol processing skills, comprising displaying visual stimuli during an activity by: 
displaying a first series of visual flash stimuli to the user consisting of prefix and suffix 
(see col. 3, line 62-63); displaying a second series of visual stimuli consisting of word 
roots (see col. 2, line 39-40); and displaying a third series of visual stimuli consisting of 
word prefixes, suffixes, and word roots (see col. 4, lines 1-5) (e.g. It is apparent that 
through various manipulations of prefix and suffix a word can be formulated. The prefix 
and suffix can be bend in reverse and then hidden in the back to show the root word 
alone and then combined to form a word). Further, the reference indicates the use of 
this method as a spelling method, which makes it inherent for verbalization. It would 
have been obvious to one of ordinary skilled in the art to have combined the method of 
spelling presented by Pott et al. to the use of flash activity on a computer and threshold 
success presented by Gross et al. The motivation to have combined the two includes 
the presentation of information in a paced learning, where an improvement on each skill 
advances them into the next skill (see Gross et al., col. 5, lines 3-6). 

As to claim 9, Gross et al. discloses the flash activity displaying four letters (see 
col. 7, line 56-57) (e.g. It is apparent the displaying of a word can consist of four letter 
words. The displaying of letters would also be done since it is inherent that words 
consist of letters, which can be displayed individually). 
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As to claim 1 1 , Gross et ai discloses the wherein if the user does not reach a 
specific threshold then the user is directed to another activity and another flash activity 
(see Figure 31) (e.g. The user has not reached a specific threshold and is prompted to 
repeat the test of the drill). 

As to claim 12, Gross et ai discloses the displaying of a definition on one side of 
the screen and the definition on the other side of the screen (see Figure 25) (e.g. The 
word is displayed on the top side of the screen and the definition on the bottom side of 
the screen). 

8. Claims 13 and 15 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable 
over Gross et ai and Pott et ai as applied to claim 8 above, and further in view of 
Shpiro (US PGPub 2002/01 15044, filed 01/10/2002). 

As to claims 13 and 15, it is noted that both Gross et ai and Pott et ai do not 
specifically disclose the verbalizing of the word and definition or sentence, which are 
displayed. Shpiro discloses the verbalizing of a displayed phrase (see Figure 17, 
element 1702 and Figure 9, element 902) (e.g. The reference shows a method to input 
a user voice depending on what is instructed). It would have been obvious to one of 
ordinary skilled in the art to have combined the methods presented by Gross et ai and 
Pott ef ai with the ability to verbalize certain words as described by Shpiro. The 
motivation to combine the two references involves the knowledge of an individual's 
pronunciation (see Shpiro, page 1, [0006], lines 7-9). 
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9. Claim 14 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Gross et 
ai and Pott et ai as applied to claim 8 above, and further in view of Murata et ai (US 
PGPub 2003/0074188). 

It is noted that both Gross et ai and Pott et ai do not specifically disclose the 
displaying of a subject that includes the word on one side of a display screen and a 
predicate for the sentence on the other side for the display screen. Murata et ai 
discloses the displaying (see page 1, [0012], line 5-7) of a subject (see Figure 2A, 
element 10) that includes a word on one side of the display and a predicate display (see 
Figure 2A, element 20) on the other side of the. It would have been obvious to one of 
ordinary skilled in the art to have combined the methods presented by Gross et ai and 
Pott et ai with the subject and predicate display presented by Murata et ai The 
motivation to have combined the two references involves helping those individuals who 
have trouble in learning languages (see Murata et ai, page 1, [0007]). 



Conclusion 

10. The prior art made of record and not relied upon is considered pertinent to 
applicant's disclosure. 

The US 5,057,020 is cited to teach a method for teaching reading to a student. 
The US 6,535;853 is cited to teach a detecting method for spoken and written words for 
those with dyslexia. The US 6,146,146 is cited to teach an interactive learning device for 
children. 
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